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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 

- 


The FBI's Secret Scrutiny 


The growing practice of 
domestic surveillance under the USA 
Patriot Act marked its fourth anniversary 
on Oct. 26. "National security letters," 
created in the 1970s for espionage and 
terrorism investigations, originated as 
narrow exceptions in consumer privacy 
law, enabling the FBI to review in secret 
the customer records of suspected 
foreign agents. The Patriot Act, and 
Bush administration guidelines for its 
use, transformed those letters by 
permitting clandestine scrutiny of U.S. 
residents and visitors who are not 
alleged to be terrorists or spies. 

The FBI now issues more than 
30,000 national security letters a year, 
according to government sources, a 
hundredfold increase over historic 
norms. The letters - one of which can be 
used to sweep up the records of many 
people - are extending the bureau's 
reach as never before into the telephone 
calls, correspondence and financial lives 
of ordinary Americans. 

Issued by FBI field supervisors, 
national security letters do not need the 
imprimatur of a prosecutor, grand jury or 
judge. They receive no review after the 
fact by the Justice Department or 
Congress. The executive branch 
maintains only statistics, which are 
incomplete and confined to classified 
reports. The Bush administration 
defeated legislation and a lawsuit to 
require a public accounting, and has 
offered no example in which the use of a 
national security letter helped disrupt a 
terrorist plot. 

The burgeoning use of national 
security letters coincides with an 
unannounced decision to deposit all the 
information they yield into government 
data banks - and to share those private 
records widely, in the federal 
government and beyond. In late 2003, 


the Bush administration reversed a long¬ 
standing policy requiring agents to 
destroy their files on innocent American 
citizens, companies and residents when 
investigations closed. Late last month, 
President Bush signed Executive Order 
13388, expanding access to those files 
for "state, local and tribal" governments 
and for "appropriate private sector 
entities," which are not defined. 

A national security letter cannot 
be used to authorize eavesdropping or 
to read the contents of e-mail. But it 
does permit investigators to trace 
revealing paths through the private 
affairs of a modern digital citizen. The 
records it gathers describe where a 
person makes and spends money, with 
whom he lives and lived before, how 
much he gambles, what he buys online, 
what he pawns and borrows, where he 
travels, how he invests, what he 
searches for and reads on the Web, and 
who telephones or e-mails him at home 
and at work. 

As it wrote the Patriot Act four 
years ago, Congress bought time and 
leverage for oversight by placing an 
expiration date on 16 provisions. The 
changes involving national security 
letters were not among them. In fact, as 
the Dec. 31 deadline approaches and 
Congress prepares to renew or make 
permanent the expiring provisions, 
Flouse and Senate conferees are poised 
again to amplify the FBI's power to 
compel the secret production of private 
records. 

The House and Senate have 
voted to make noncompliance with a 
national security letter a criminal 
offense. The House would also impose 
a prison term for breach of secrecy. 

"The beef with the NSLs is that 
they don't have even a pretense of 
judicial or impartial scrutiny," said former 
representative Robert L. Barr Jr. (Ga.), 


who finds himself allied with the 

American Civil Liberties Union after a 
career as prosecutor, CIA analyst and 
conservative GOP stalwart. "There's no 
checks and balances whatever on them. 
It is simply some bureaucrat's decision 
that they want information, and they can 
basically just go and get it." 

Under the old legal test, the 
FBI had to have "specific and 
articulable" reasons to believe the 

records it gathered in secret belonged to 
a terrorist or a spy. Now the bureau 
needs only to certify that the records are 
"sought for" or "relevant to" an 

investigation "to protect against 

international terrorism or clandestine 
intelligence activities." 

Barr, the former congressman, 
said that "the abuse is in the power 
itself." 

- Washington Post, Nov. 6, 2005 

IRS Set to Harass Churches? 

The Internal Revenue Service 
has warned a prominent liberal church 
that it could lose its tax-exempt status 
because of an anti-war sermon given on 
the eve of the 2004 presidential 
election. The Rev. George F. Regas did 
not urge parishioners at All Saints 
Episcopal Church to support either Pres. 
Bush or Sen. Kerry, but he was critical 
of the Iraq war and Bush's tax cuts. 

The IRS warned the church 
that its tax-exempt status was in 
jeopardy because such organizations 
are prohibited from intervening in 
political campaigns and elections. 

All Saints has long been vocal 
about its positions. Its Web site 
mentions the upcoming special election 
in California and says three Republican- 
backed propositions would "alter the 
very fabric of our lives as a democracy 
by limiting the right to representation 







and the right to express a political point 
of view." 

The time has apparently come 
which so many of us have warned for a 
very long time: the Federal Government 
is going to start telling IRS 501 c3 
churches what to say and when to say 
it. Officially, such tax-exempt churches 
are merely religious organs authorized 
the State. At any time, the State can 
revoke that special status. 

Are we at the time in our 
history into which Germany entered in 
the late 1930s, when Hitler began to 
control the churches, even to the point 
of having SS Guards seated in the 
congregation to monitor what the 
preacher was saying? 

The New World Order of Adolf 
Hitler is essentially identical to the New 
World Order of Bush-Clinton-Bush. 
Doubt it not! 

Cutting Edge Newsletter 
www.cuttinqedqe.com 

Prince preaches tolerance in 
U.S., not in Arabia 

By Stan Goodenough 

Why would a Saudi Arabian 
prince give $40 million to Georgetown 
and Harvard universities? 

Fox News' Alan Colmes 
suggested that Prince AN Walid Bin- 
Talal -- who the liberal co-host of the 
popular Hannity & Colmes show called 
"a friend of America" -- had make the 
generous gesture in order to encourage 
the creation of an environment in which 
young Americans could learn more 
about the "true nature" of Islam in a 
manner geared to instill tolerance for 
other faiths. 

Conservative Sean Hannity 
wondered why the prince did not 
sponsor a course in tolerance in his 
home country. 

When it comes to religion, 
Saudi Arabia is probably the most 
intolerant country on the face of the 
earth. The public worship of religions 
other than the official version of Sunni 
Islam is prohibited by law. 

Not a single church or 
synagogue exists in the desert 
kingdom. Jews are not welcome there, 
and when Christians visit, woes betide 
them if they try to bring in their Bibles, 
which can and have been confiscated 
and even shredded at Jeddah's airport. 

The right of Christians to hold 
Bible studies and prayer meetings in the 
privacy of their own homes is not 
defined in law and is seldom respected 
in practice. Christians have been 
persecuted and executed in this land, 


the birthplace of Islam. 

His sweeping signing of large 
checks was an investment in jihad, the 
Islamic principle and duty of holy war 
against all non-believers, whom they call 
infidels. His money was meant to open 
the doors to greater tolerance of Islam — 
so that it can flourish and spread. 

While often perpetrated in acts 
of violence, terrorism and mass murder 
jihad can also be waged by social 
welfare and education, in order to bring 
the targeted individuals and nations into 
submission to Allah — into Dar al-lslam 
(the world of Islam). 

Harvard is to use its gift to 
establish a university-wide program in 
Islamic studies. 

Georgetown plans to plough its 
$20 million into expanding its Center for 
Christian-Muslim Understanding. 

Exemplary as the latter 
projects sounds the reality established 
through the 1400 years since 
Mohammed entered the picture, and 
vividly evidenced in Muslim states 
today, is that Islam is only tolerant of 
those who submit to its ways. 

Crytpo Man 

By Michael Scherer 

Not many journalists get their 
calls returned from the National Security 
Agency, the world's largest and most 
secret spy shop. Even fewer get private 
tours of Crypto City, the NSA's 
sprawling campus at Fort Meade, 
Maryland. And almost no one outside 
the military-intelligence complex gets 
invited to the home of former NSA head 
Gen. Michael V. Hayden. 

But James Bamford is the 
journalist who introduced NSA to the 
world with his explosive 1982 history, 
The Puzzle Palace. With obscure but 
public information, he bargained his way 
into the secret core of the U.S. 
intelligence establishment and revealed 
the scope of its reach, from its listening 
posts in the Turkish highlands to its 
omniscient relay satellites. 

By 2001, when he published 
Body of Secrets, the NSA brass 
appeared to have accepted him. "The 
irony is that they tried putting me in jail 
after Puzzle Palace, and they had a 
book-signing for me after Body of 
Secrets ‘came out," says the author. 

But he was shocked that 
President Bush has admitted to ordering 
warrantless NSA wiretaps of American 
citizens. Bamford believes the president 
clearly broke the law, and he has called 
for a special prosecutor to investigate. 
"What you have here is the 


administration going around the only 
protection the public has from the NSA," 
Bamford told CNN. "That's how Richard 
Nixon got in trouble, and one of the 
reasons he left office." 

For Bamford, there is only 
black and white when it comes to the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act, a 
1978 law that specifically requires 
warrants for any NSA wiretapping of 
U.S. citizens. "If you want to eavesdrop 
on U.S. citizens, you go to court. If you 
don't, you go to jail," Bamford says. "If 
you want to change the law, you go to 
Congress." 

Bamford's outrage stems, in 
part, from having been misled by 
agency officials. For years, he says, his 
contacts at the NSA repeatedly assured 
him that the agency was strictly 
following the letter of the law, even after 
Sept. 11. At the same time, President 
Bush assured the American people that 
"nothing has changed." "When we're 
talking about chasing down terrorists," 
Bush said, "we're talking about getting a 
court order before we do so." 

"I interviewed a lot of people at 
NSA, including the director a number of 
times. The impression I always got was 
they were keeping as far from the edge 
as they could in terms of what the law 
is," Bamford says. It was a message he 
put in his books. "I went out of my way 
to defend NSA," he says. "I said they 
were not going back to the bad old 
days." 

Those bad old days, when 
Nixon spied on his enemies and J. 
Edgar Hoover ordered illegal break-ins, 
drew Bamford's attention to the agency 
in the first place. During the 1960s and 
'70s, the NSA launched vast spying 
operations on American citizens over 
domestic concerns. One program, called 
Minaret, monitored the communications 
of Vietnam War protesters like Joan 
Baez and Jane Fonda. Another, called 
Shamrock, monitored American cables 
sent overseas. After the Watergate 
scandal, Congress passed the FISA Act 
and ordered other reforms. "Back then 
there wasn't a law. The NSA saw itself 
as alegal - it was under the law," says 
Bamford. "Now there is certainly a law. 
The FISA statute is as absolute as you 
can get." 

Bamford was a Navy 
intelligence analyst during the Vietnam 
War. After leaving the military he heard 
rumors of a secret investigation of the 
NSA by the Justice Department. He filed 
a Freedom of Information Act request, 
and about a year later he received a 
summary of the NSA investigation and a 
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In the beginning of change the patriot is a scarce man, brave, hated and scorned. When his cause succeeds, however, the timid 
join him, for then it costs nothing to be a patriot. - Mark Twain 
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report on the Central Intelligence 
Agency's electronic surveillance 
abilities. He decided to write a book. 

When NSA found out, the 
agency demanded that he return the 
documents, but he refused. He found 
more documents at the George C. 
Marshall research library in Lexington, 
Va. - documents the agency later 
stripped from the shelves. Meanwhile, 
the NSA opened a file on him, under the 
code name Esquire, a fact he 
discovered through another FOIA 
request. He negotiated for a tour of the 
agency's secret campus by promising 
not to use the most sensitive documents 
he had acquired. 

Bamford's The Puzzle Palace 
exposed in a single narrative an agency 
that the government had tried to 
conceal. 

At the time, the NSA was little 
more than an obscure footnote in history 
books and a blip in congressional 
investigations. Bamford remembers 
meeting Sen. Bill Bradley (NJ) on a car 
ride to a television studio. When 
Bamford mentioned the NSA, Bradley 
looked confused. "He said, ‘What's 
that?’"' Bamford remembers. Once the 
cameras started rolling, Bamford joked 
on camera that the NSA was so 
secretive, even Bradley didn't know 
about it. "It really pissed him off. He took 
a separate car back to the hotel," 
Bamford says. 

His 2001 book, Body of 
Secrets, was less well received than the 
first by intelligence experts, in part 
because of the high expectations 
Bamford had established. 

Over 25 years, Bamford has 
tracked the dramatic evolution of NSA's 
technological abilities. He says that such 
advances both increase the civil liberties 
danger and the likely pressures to skirt 
the FISA process. When the FISA 
warrants were first established, 
computers were still in their infancy and 
much of communication was analog. "I 
could very easily see that they would 
say that we have a new advance in data 
mining, and we need to speed up the 
process, the FISA court is too slow," 
Bamford says. Still, he won't accept that 
as an excuse. "There is a law there," he 
says. "If you just read the law, it's very 
clear." 

The law also has a purpose. 

Bamford likes to quote Sen. Frank 
Church of Idaho, who warned in 1975 
of the vast powers of NSA's signals 
intelligence operation. "That 
capability at any time could be turned 
around on the American people and 
no American would have any privacy 
left, such [is] the capability to 
monitor everything: telephone 


conversation, telegrams, it doesn't 
matter," Church declared. "There 
would be no place to hide." 

- Salon.com, Dec. 23, 2005 

NSA and the Vietnam War 

Washington - Since 2001 the 
National Security Agency has kept 
secret a finding that during the Tonkin 
Gulf episode, which helped precipitate 
the Vietnam War, NSA officers 
deliberately distorted critical intelligence 
to cover up their mistakes. 

The NSA historian concluded 
that communications intercepted by the 
secretive eavesdropping and code- 
breaking agency were falsified so that 
they made it look as if North Vietnam 
had attacked American destroyers on 
Aug. 4, 1964. President Lyndon B. 
Johnson cited the supposed attack to 
persuade Congress to authorize broad 
military action in Vietnam. 

The NSA historian, Robert J. 
Hanyok, found a pattern of translation 
mistakes that went uncorrected, altered 
intercept times and selective citation of 
intelligence that persuaded him that 
midlevel agency officers had 
deliberately skewed the evidence. He 
included his Tonkin Gulf findings in a 
400-page, in-house history of the 
agency and Vietnam called "Spartans in 
Darkness." 

Hanyok concluded that they 
had done it not out of any political 
motive but to cover up earlier errors, 
and that top NSA and defense officials 
and Johnson neither knew about nor 
condoned the deception. 

Mr. Hanyok's findings were 
published nearly five years ago in a 
classified in-house journal, and he 
and other government historians 
argued that it should be made public. 
But their effort was rebuffed by 
higher-level agency policymakers, 
who were fearful that it might prompt 
uncomfortable comparisons with the 
flawed intelligence used to justify the 
war in Iraq. 

Matthew M. Aid, an 

independent historian who has 

discussed Hanyok's Tonkin Gulf 

research with current and former NSA 
and CIA officials said he had decided to 
speak publicly about the findings 
because he believed they should have 
been released long ago. 

Hanyok, after months of 
detective work in NSA's archives, 
concluded that midlevel agency officials 
discovered the error almost immediately 
but covered it up and doctored 
documents so that they appeared to 
provide evidence of an attack. 


"Rather than come clean 
about their mistake, they helped 
launch the United States into a 
bloody war that would last for 10 

years," Mr. Aid said. 

Many historians believe that 
even without the Tonkin Gulf episode, 
Johnson might have found a reason to 
escalate military action against North 
Vietnam. 

But Robert S. McNamara, 89, 
who as defense secretary played a 
central role in the Tonkin Gulf affair, said 
in an interview last week that he 
believed the intelligence reports had 
played a decisive role in the war's 
expansion. 

The supposed second North 
Vietnamese attack, on the American 
destroyers Maddox and C. Turner Joy, 
played an outsize role in history. 
Johnson responded by ordering 
retaliatory air strikes on North 
Vietnamese targets and used the event 
to persuade Congress to pass the Gulf 
of Tonkin resolution on Aug. 7, 1964. 

It authorized the president "to 
take all necessary steps, including the 
use of armed force," to defend South 
Vietnam and its neighbors and was 
used both by Johnson and President 
Richard M. Nixon to justify escalating 
the war, in which 58,226 Americans and 
more than 1 million Vietnamese died. 

Hanyok's findings involved 
discrepancies between the official NSA 
version of intercepts from NSA listening 
posts at Phu Bai in South Vietnam and 
San Miguel in the Philippines. 

One issue, for example, was 
the translation of a phrase in an Aug. 4 
North Vietnamese transmission. In 
some documents the phrase, "we 
sacrificed two comrades" - an apparent 
reference to casualties during the clash 
with American ships on Aug. 2 - was 
incorrectly translated as "we sacrificed 
two ships." That phrase was used to 
suggest that the North Vietnamese were 
reporting the loss of ships in a new 
battle Aug. 4, the intelligence official 
said. 

An intelligence official said the 
evidence for deliberate falsification is 
"about as certain as it can be without a 
smoking gun - you can come to no other 
conclusion." 

Two historians who have 
written extensively on the Tonkin Gulf 
episode, Edwin E. Moise of Clemson 
University and John Prados of the 
National Security Archive in 
Washington, said they were unaware of 
Mr. Hanyok's work but found his 
reported findings intriguing. 

Dr. Prados said, "If Mr. 
Hanyok's conclusion is correct, it adds 
to the tragic aspect of the Vietnam War." 




In addition, he said, "its new evidence 
that intelligence, so often treated as the 
Holy Grail, turns out to be not that at all, 
just as in Iraq." 

~ NY Times, Oct. 31,2005 

Ed.: It appears that the Iraq 
war was based on forged documents 
alleging that Iraq attempted to buy 
yellowcake uranium from Niger. 
Stephen J. Hadley, then the deputy 
national security adviser, and now the 
national security adviser, took 
responsibility for including the 
misinformation in Pres. Bush's State of 

the Union address. 

* * * 

Allow the President to 
invade a neighboring nation, whenever 
he shall deem it necessary to repel an 
invasion, and you allow him to do so 
whenever he may choose to say he 
deems it necessary for such a purpose 
-- and you allow him to make war at 
pleasure. 

If today, he should choose 
to say he thinks it necessary to invade 
Canada, to prevent the British from 
invading us, how could you stop him? 
You may say to him, 'I see no 
probability of the British invading us' but 
he will say to you, 'Be silent; I see it, if 
you don't.' 

-Abraham Lincoln 

Brazilians Say No to Gun Ban 

By Larry Pratt 

Brazilians voted on Oct. 23, 
2005 against a government-sponsored 
gun ban. It wasn’t even close, about 
two to one against the ban. 

A political scientist, David 
Fleischer of the University of Brasilia, 
commented on the anti-gun ban 
campaign: “They ask the question: ‘Do 
you feel protected and do you think the 
government is protecting you?’ and the 
answer is a violent no.” 

The anti-ban campaign used 
images of Tiananmen Square and the 
Berlin Wall to link owning a gun with 
freedom. 

A proponent of the ban, Denis 
Mizne, of the anti-self defense group 
Sou de Paz said, “We didn’t lose 
because Brazilians like guns. We lost 
because people don’t have confidence 
in the government or the police.” This 
distrust was all the more intense 
because the socialist President of Brazil, 
Luiz Inancio Lula, is up to his eyeballs in 
scandal. Interesting, no? Corrupt, 
socialist politicians such as Chicago 
Mayor Richard Daley and New Orleans 
Mayor Ray Nagin are some of our most 
vocal proponents of domestic 
disarmament. 


It turns out that some two thirds 
of the folks in Brazil understand why the 
U.S. has a Second Amendment - the 
American colonists did not “have 
confidence in the government or the 
police.” Seems like the average guy in 
Brazil has a lot more on the ball than 
most of the U.S. Congress and nearly all 
of the politically correct types in 
academe. 

Moral of the story? Buy a gun. 
Enrage a corrupt, socialist politician who 
rightfully doesn’t trust the people with 
guns. 

- The Gun Owners, Dec. 14, 2005 

S&W Commemorates Walther 
PPK 

SPRINGFIELD, Mass. - Smith 
& Wesson Holding Corporation, parent 
company of the 153-year old Smith & 
Wesson Corp., announced today the 
release of a limited 75th Anniversary 
edition of the Walther PPK. 

After 75 years, the pistol that 
helped make James Bond famous will 
be recognized with a special 
commemorative model. Manufactured of 
carbon steel with a polished blue finish, 
the Anniversary Model has wood grips 
as well as full scroll, machine engraving 
on both sides of the frame and slide. A 
24kt gold plated Walther logo and model 
name along with an engraved "75th 
Anniversary" will be featured on the left 
side of the frame. Each Anniversary 
PPK will bear a special serial number, 
starting with 0000PPK and will be 
shipped with a glass-top wooden display 
case. 

The classic Walther PPK, 
chambered in .380 ACP ammunition, 
has a traditional double-action trigger 
pull, measures 6.1 inches in total length 
with a 3.3-inch barrel, and weighs 20.8 
ounces. The slide features a fixed red 
dot front sight and a drift windage 
adjustable dovetail red line rear sight. 
The pistol is manufactured with a 
durable and corrosion-resistant stainless 
barrel, carbon steel frame and slide, and 
has a capacity of six rounds plus one 
round in the chamber. 

S&W, under a licensing 
agreement from Carl Walther GmBH, 
manufactures a similar version of the 
venerable Walther firearm: the PPK/S. 
The Anniversary Model is smaller in size 
and almost 3 ounces lighter than the 
PPK/S. The same ergonomic 
enhancements found on the PPK/S 
have been retained for the Anniversary 
Model. The PPK features an extended 
beaver tail and an edge break package 
on the frame designed to provide a 
streamlined look and feel. 


Information on the Walther 
PPK/S and the Special Anniversary 
model are available on at www.smith- 
wesson, com , and both are available 
through authorized dealers. 

- Dec. 19, 2005 press release 

The Institute for International 
Economics 

By Patrick Wood 

The HE is an example of a key 
organization in which one might identify 
core members of the global elite. 
Founded in 1981, HE is a small policy- 
wonk organization with only 60 
employees and an annual budget of $7 
million. According to its web site, "The 
Institute for International Economics is 
a private, nonprofit, nonpartisan 
research institution devoted to the 
study of international economic policy. 
Since 1981 the Institute has provided 
timely, objective analysis and concrete 
solutions to key international economic 
problems. 

"The Institute attempts to 
anticipate emerging issues and to be 
ready with practical ideas to inform and 
shape public debate...in the United 
States and around the world." 

The HE would be easily 
overlooked unless you examine its 
board of directors. Trilateralist Peter G. 
Peterson is chairman of the board. 
Anthony M. Solomon is the former 
chairman of Warburg (USA) Inc., 
former president and CEO of the 
Federal Reserve Bank of New York 
and former Under Secretary of the 
Treasury for Monetary Affairs. Solomon 
was listed only as "Consultant" on the 
1973 Trilateral Commission 
membership list. 

There are 12 other Trilateral 
Commission members (including David 
Rockefeller) on IIE's board of directors! 
Having established Trilateral influence 
(if not total domination), consider the 
following non-Commission HE board 
members who might well be candidates 
for inclusion in the core of the global 
elite: 

* Chen Yuan - Governor, China 
Development Bank; former Deputy 
Governor, Peoples Bank of China. 

* Jacob A. Frenkel - Former governor 
of the Bank of Israel and former IMF 
economic counselor and director of 
research. 

* Maurice R. Greenberg - [Former] 
Chairman, American International 
Group [forced to resign in 2005 for 
inflating earnings] 

* David O'Reilly - Chairman and Chief 
Executive Officer, ChevronTexaco 
Corporation. 





* James W. Owens - Chairman and 
CEO of Caterpillar. 

* Lawrence H. Summers - President, 
Harvard University; former Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

These are just a few of the 
non-Trilateral board members, and are 
reviewed only to show the process by 
which one might identify additional 
global elite core members. 

There are other organizations 
like ME that could stand similar analysis 
of purpose, leadership and directorship. 

In conclusion, the stampede to 
globalism is conducted by a small 
group of individuals with aspirations for 
global dominance. It should be noted 
again that there are members of the 
global "core" who are not members of 
the Trilateral Commission. 

In general, they are driven by 
lust for money and power. They have 
clearly made an end-run around the 
American people in order to achieve 
personal goals that, in many cases, are 
diametrically opposed to U.S. interests. 
If the American people fully understood 
the magnitude of the deception and 
power-grab, they would immediately 
and totally repudiate these individuals 
and their self-serving global schemes. 

In 1971, Zbigniew Brzezinski 
wrote in Between Two Ages: The 
Technetronic Era, "...the nation-state as 
a fundamental unit of man's organized 
life has ceased to be the principal 
creative force: International banks and 
multinational corporations are acting 
and planning in terms that are far in 
advance of the political concepts of the 
nation-state." 

Brzezinski could not have 
been more clear than this. Of the few 
people who paid attention to Brzezinski 
previously, only one person needed to 
receive his message fully: David 
Rockefeller, chairman of Chase 
Manhattan Bank and consummate 
globalist. When they teamed up to start 
the Trilateral Commission in 1973, the 
rest, as we say, "became history." 

So, how can one determine if 
an individual is a member of the core of 
the global elite? There is a good 
chance that such a person will be: 

* closely aligned with and accepted by 
many of the people already identified 
as core; 

* often family-related to other core 
members (i.e., the Bush family, 
Rockefeller family, etc.); 

* part of the "revolving-door" that 
switches them in and out of important 
and critical positions in government, 
academia and business; 

* a member (director or high-level 
executive) of an organization identified 
as a core company, such as J.P. 


Morgan Chase, Citigroup, Caterpillar 
Tractor, etc.; 

* educated at a prestigious and global- 
minded university; 

* belong to one or more organizations 
that are dominated by people already 
identified as core. 

This list is not comprehensive, 
nor is it meant to be some simplistic 
litmus test. It is important to realize that 
many names being bandied about are 
NOT part of the core of the global elite, 
but rather become decoys that shift the 
focus away from the real elite core. 
Discretion, common sense and study 
are required to understand the 
difference between the two. 

— Patrick M. Wood is editor of 
The August Review, which builds on 
his original research with the late Dr. 
Antony C. Sutton, formerly a Senior 
Fellow at the Hoover Institution for War, 
Peace and Revolution at Stanford 
University. Their 1977-1982 newsletter, 
Trilateral Observer, was the original 
authoritative critique on the New 
International Economic Order 
spearheaded by members of the 
Trilateral Commission. 

Their two-volume book, 
Trilaterals Over Washington, became a 
standard reference on global elitism. 
Wood's ongoing work is to build a 
knowledge center that provides a 
comprehensive and scholarly source of 
information on globalism in all its 
related forms: political, economic and 
religious fwww.AuqustReview.com) 

Pentagon Devising Martial Law 
Scenarios 

By Patrick Martin 

According to the Washington 
Post, the Pentagon has developed war 
plans for operations within the United 
States, in which terrorist attacks would 
be used as the justification for imposing 
martial law. 

The article cites sources at the 
military’s Northern Command 
(Northcom) in Colorado Springs, 
Colorado. The plans themselves are 
classified, but “officers who drafted the 
plans” gave details to Post reporter 
Bradley Graham. The article thus 
appears to be a deliberate leak 
conducted for the purpose of 
accustoming the American population to 
the prospect of military rule. 

According to Graham, “the new 
plans provide for ... the likelihood that 
the military will have to take charge in 
some situations, especially when 
dealing with mass-casualty attacks that 
could quickly overwhelm civilian 
resources.” 


Some 15 potential crisis 
scenarios are outlined in a draft plan, 
CONPLAN 0500, ranging from “low-end” 
crowd-control missions, to “high-end,” 
mass-casualty events, such as a 
nuclear, biological or chemical weapons 
attack. 

In each case, the military would 
deploy a quick-reaction force of as many 
as 3,000 troops per attack. 

Admiral Timothy J. Keating, 
head of Northcom said, “In my 
estimation, [in the event of] a biological, 
a chemical or nuclear attack in any of 
the 50 states, the Department of 
Defense is best positioned—of the 
various eight federal agencies that 
would be involved—to take the lead.” 

Northcom was established in 
October 2002 and its headquarters staff 
of 640 is already larger than that of the 
Southern Command, which overseas 
US military operations throughout Latin 
America and the Caribbean. 

About 1,400 National Guard 
troops have been formed into a dozen 
regional response units, while smaller 
quick-reaction forces have been set up 
in each of the 50 states. Northcom also 
has the power to mobilize four active- 
duty Army battalions, as well as Navy 
and Coast Guard ships and air defense 
fighter jets. 

The Pentagon is acutely 
conscious of the potential political 
backlash. Graham writes: “Military 
exercises code-named Vital Archer, 
which involve troops in lead roles, are 
shrouded in secrecy. By contrast, other 
homeland exercises featuring troops in 
supporting roles are widely publicized.” 

Such deployments risk coming 
into conflict with a longstanding 
congressional prohibition on the use of 
the military for domestic policing, known 
as posse comitatus law. Involving the 
National Guard, which is exempt from 
posse comitatus, could be one solution, 
Admiral Keating told the Post. “He cited 
a potential situation in which Guard units 
might begin rounding up people while 
regular forces could not,” Graham wrote. 

As long ago as 1984—when 
Osama bin Laden was still working 
hand-in-hand with the CIA in the anti- 
Soviet guerrilla war in Afghanistan—the 
Reagan administration was drawing up 
similar contingency plans for military 
rule. A Marine Corps officer assigned to 
the National Security Council drafted 
plans for Operation Rex '84, a military 
exercise that simulated rounding up 
300,000 Central American immigrants 
and likely political opponents of a US 
invasion of Nicaragua or El Salvador 
and jailing them at mothballed military 
bases. 




This officer was Lt. Colonel 
Oliver North, the organizer of the illegal 
network to arm the “contra” terrorists in 
Nicaragua and a principal figure in the 
Iran-Contra scandal 

The anti-terrorism scare has a 
propaganda purpose: to manipulate the 
American people and induce the public 
to accept drastic inroads against 
democratic rights. As the Pentagon 
planning suggests, the American 
working class faces the danger of some 
form of military-police dictatorship in the 
United States. 

- World Socialist Web Site, 
Aug. 10, 2005 


Canadian handgun ban idea a 
'cheap political subterfuge' 

BELLEVUE, WA - Canadian 
Prime Minister Paul Martin is trying to 
deflect attention from his abysmal failure 
as a leader by calling for a ban on 
handguns, Joe Waldron, Executive 
Director of the Citizens Committee for 
the Right to Keep and Bear Arms said 
today. 

"A dozen years of Liberal rule 
in Canada has been nothing short of a 
disaster," Waldron noted. "The 
Canadian gun registration scheme has 
been a billion dollar boondoggle that 
even Canadian police have criticized. 

"As is typical of liberal 
politicians here in the United States," 
Waldron observed, "Martin has 
discovered that when your bankrupt 
philosophy is under attack, and your 
party is politically shipwrecked, there is 
only one thing to do: Attack gun owners. 
They're the only people against whom it 
is still fashionable to practice social 
bigotry. In Martin's case, it's like the 
cattle rustler stirring up a lynch mob to 
hang the town outcast while he uses the 
distraction to make good his own 
escape. How pitiful is that?" 

-- Press Release Dec. 9, 2005; 

CCRKBA, 12500 N.E. 10th PI., 
Bellevue, WA 98005, Toll Freel-800- 
426-4302 


Jersey Congressman says No 
to PATRIOT Act 

Dear [Constituent] 

Thank you for contacting me 
about reauthorization of the USA 
PATRIOT Act. 

As you may know, the 
PATRIOT Act was passed in the 
aftermath of the attacks of September 
11, 2001. The Act was briefly debated 
and signed into law October 26, 2001. I 
voted for the Act under the condition 
that a number of its provisions would 
sunset and thus would need to be 
reauthorized. 

On July 21, 2005, I was 
troubled that the Majority did not allow 
many important amendments to be 
offered on the House floor. These 
amendments, such as requiring new 
sunsets for the PATRIOT Act provisions 
and repealing Section 215 (the so called 
Freedom to Read Amendment), would 
have made significant improvements. 
Without the adoption of these and other 
amendments, I voted against the 
PATRIOT Act. However, the bill was 
approved by a vote of 257-171. 

The police and prosecution 
powers of the government are 
necessary, but they are also the most 
fearsome powers of government and, if 
abused, can rob us of life and liberty. 

As the only Member of 
Congress from New Jersey on the 
House Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence, I looked forward to working 
within the committee during our mark up 
of the PATRIOT Act. However, most of 
the important amendments that were 
offered were defeated on party lines or 
did not make it through the Rules 
Committee for consideration on the 
floor. 

I am deeply troubled by 
Section 213, which will be permanently 
reauthorized by this legislation. The so 
called “sneak and peek" searches allow 
federal agents to go in to anyone's 
home and conduct a secret search. 
Investigators can take pictures and even 
seize personal items or records, and not 
tell you about it for an indefinite period 
of time. When they discover they made 
a mistake or that you are not engaged in 


terrorist actions, they are under no 
obligation ever to let you know. 

Section 215, allows 
investigators access to any record 
without probable cause of a crime. This 
means that investigators can review 
your medical and library records without 
telling you and without any probable 
reason to do it. These provisions and 
many others have a deep impact on our 
freedoms and civil liberties. Some will 
say we need these provisions to track 
down terrorists. But what goes unsaid is 
that these provisions will also be used 
against people who are completely 
innocent. 

James Madison, speaking in 
1788 before the Virginia Convention 
explained what I believe is the 
unanswered problem with the PATRIOT 
Act. He said, "I believe there are more 
instances of the abridgement of the 
freedom of the people by gradual and 
silent encroachments of those in power 
than by violent and sudden 
usurpations." 

Sincerely, 

Rush Holt 

Member of Congress 

P.U.Iitzer Prize Winner, 2005 

And now, the fourteenth annual 
P.U.-litzer Prizes, for the foulest media 
performances of 2005: 

Put Them in Chains Award - Bill 
O'Reilly 

"You must know the difference 
between dissent from the Iraq war and 
the war on terror and undermining it," 
O'Reilly told his national audience on 
June 20. "And any American that 
undermines that war, with our soldiers in 
the field, or undermines the war on 
terror, with 3,000 dead on 9/11, is a 
traitor. Everybody got it? Dissent, fine; 
undermining, you're a traitor. Got it? So, 
all those clowns over at the liberal radio 
network, we could incarcerate them 
immediately. Will you have that done, 
please? Send over the FBI and just put 
them in chains, because they, you 
know, they're undermining everything 
and they don't care, couldn't care less." 
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